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1890] Synopses of Important Articles. 51 

The two representations of the " tent of meeting" in Numbers and in Exodus 
cannot be denied. The arguments against the position of the critics are un- 
satisfactory, e. g., (1) the critics themselves differ; a theory reigns for a time 
and is then overthrown; (2) Deuteronomy, if not the work of Moses, is a for- 
gery. The strength of the critical position lies in the cumulative argument by 
which it is supported. The analysis rests upon a combination of resemblances 
and differences. The theory of Wellhausen, with certain restrictions, seems 
to be the most satisfactory. If it be asked, Could not Moses writing under 
Divine inspiration, have issued the laws without waiting for them to be devel- 
oped? the answer is; yes; but as a matter of fact, revelation is progressive, 
and we cannot determine upon antecedent considerations how much or how 
little it may have pleased God to reveal to a particular agent of his will ; to 
determine this, we must study the history, and the observed facts are consist- 
ent with the Wellhausen and not with the traditional theory. There is needed 
a more comprehensive theory of inspiration, and a wider view of the forces 
that have cooperated in the production of the Bible. It must be remembered, 
in all this, that critical investigations concern really, not the/act of revelation, 
but its mode, or form, or course; upon Christian faith and practice they have 
no bearing whatever. 

If you wish to read a really strong advocacy of the Wellhausen hypothesis, without the 
technical material which generally forms a part of such a discussion,— an advocacy pre- 
sented reverently and cautiously, read this article. 



The Prophecy of Isaiah.* — Isaiah is characterized by the wide scope, the 
far-reaching perspective and the vividness of his visions; by the brilliancy of 
his diction, the sublimity of his theism, and the spirituality of his teachings. 
Isaiah's prophecies are a panorama, in advance, of the great scenes of future 
history; the outcome is in the lowly person and theocratic rule of the Messiah; 
the scheme, however, does not end until millennial glory is attained. The 
sixty-six chapters are all the work of one Isaiah: (1) the external testimony is 
overwhelming against the hypothesis of a duplex authorship; (2) the two por- 
tions of Isaiah's prophecies are not only not discrepant, but actually harmoni- 
ous, and mutually sustain each other; for (a) few new topics are introduced in 
the latter half of the book; (b) the suffering Messiah is brought in in the first 
part as well as in the second, and there is no difficulty in supposing Cyrus to 
have been named long beforehand; (c) there is no distinctive peculiarity in the 
style or phraseology of the writer in these two portions of the book such as to 
negative the identity. The theory of a second Isaiah has been propounded to 
get rid of the prediction of the name of Cyrus and the suffering of Christ, 
and thus destroy this clinching proof of inspiration and religious doctrine. 
The tendency to doubt the validity of prophecy as an evidence of the truth of 
the Bible or as a ground of revelation is to be deprecated. The testimony of 
prophecy has been emphasized by Isaiah himself, and by the New Testament 
writers, and by our Lord. The trail of the Edenic serpent can be discerned 
in the work of those who are throwing discredit upon one of the two main 
buttresses of biblical truth. The old and well-established opinions must stand. 
It is time for the alarm to be sounded against the imposture and the effrontery 
of the pseudo-critic. 

We wish that every reader of the Student might read this presentation. It clearly ex- 
hibits some of the most striking differences which exist between the old and newer schools. 

* By Professor James Strong, S. T. D., Madison, N. J., in The Methodist Review^ March- 
April, 1890, pp. 169-183. 



